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REMARKS 

In the present Advisory Action, claims 1-6. 8-10 and 12-28 are pending. 

Applicants acknowledge that the proposed amendment with respect to the final Office 
Action is not entered, and the rejections and objections thereof are remained, in which: 

Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, 2 nd paragraph, as being indefinite; . 

Claims 1, 2, and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Takahiro et 
al. (JP7-328408); 

Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Takahiro et al. in 
view of Gross (JP43-19511); 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Takahiro et al. in 
view of Takei et al (US 5,507,868); 

Claims 6, 17-20, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Takahiro et al; 

Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Takahiro et al. in 
view of Arami et al. (JP62-294461), and 

Claims 8-10, 12-16, 23, and 26 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Claims 25, 27, and 28 are allowed. 

Claim 24 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the 1 12, 2 nd paragraph rejection. 
Applicants have amended claims 24 and 26 to change their dependency as it should be 
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without entering any new matter for overcoming the 35 U.S.C. 1 12. 2 nd paragraph rejection only. 

Applicants further amended claim 1, without entering any new matter. Support for the 
change to claim I can be found from the drawings. 

Discussion of the Office Action Rejections 

Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, 2 nd paragraph, as being indefinite. 

Applicants have amended claim 24 to change its dependency as it should be without 
. entering any new matter for overcoming the 35 U.S.C. 1 12 ; 2 nd paragraph rejection only. 

As indicated by the Examiner that claim 24 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome 
the 112, 2 nd paragraph rejection, Applicants submit that as currently amended, claim 24 has 
overcome the 35 U.S.C. 112, 2 nd paragraph rejection, and therefore, claim 24, as currently 
amended should be allowable. 

Claims 1, 2, and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Takahiro et 
ah (JP7-328408). 

In response to the Office Action dated Mach 1 9, 2008, Applicants had submitted "As such, 
Takahiro et al. fails to teach the claimed limitation "said peripheral wall has no air passage". 
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The Examiner responded in the Advisory Action that "Takahiro (JP-7-328408) provides 
evidence that a drum can have an outer imaginary peripheral wall defined by members (8) which 
do not have apertures. 

In response thereto, as currently amended, claim 1 now recites the limitation of 4t wherein 
said one end, said other end, and said peripheral wall at a whole configure a vessel for 
accommodating said granules to be processed". This limitation clearly disqualifies members (8) in 
reading on the peripheral wall. 

As shown in above cited drawings of Takahiro, it is item 20, rather than item 8, together 
with two ends of the rotating drum as a whole configuring a vessel containing the granules. 

Further, Applicants have previously submitted that "the air vent at said other end overlaps a 
layer of the granules inside said rotating drum 55 and "wherein the process gas supplied into said 
rotating drum through said air inlet is passed through said layer of the granules inside said 
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rotating drum to be exhausted from said air outlet". 

This argument is not answered in the Advisory Action. As held by MPEP 707.07 (f): 
"where the applicant traverses any rejection. The examiner should, if he or she repeats the 
rejection, take note of the applicant's argument and answer the substance of it". 

in this concern, the above argument still applied as being unanswered. Details of the 
argument can be learnt by referring to the previous response to Final Office Action. 

As such, for at least the foregoing reasons. Applicants submit that Takahiro et al. fails 
to teach each and every limitation of claim 1 9 and therefore the present invention as set forth in 
claim 1, and its dependent claims 2 and 4 are submitted to be novel and unobvious over 
Takahiro et al., or any of the other cited references, taken alone or in combination, and thus 
should be allowed. 

Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Takahiro et al. in 
view of Gross (JP43-1951 1). 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Takahiro et al. in 
. view of Takei et al (US 5,507,868). 

Claims 6, 17-20, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Takahiro et al. 

Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Takahiro et al. in 
view of Arami et al. (JP62-294461). 
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Responsive thereto, Applicants submit that claims 3 , 5 , 6, 1 7-20, and 22 depend on 
allowable independent claim 1, and thus should also be allowable. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 25, 27, and 28 are allowed. 

Claim 24 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the 1 12, 2 nd paragraph rejection. 

Claim 24 has been amended, and the allowability thereof has been discussed above. 

Claims 8-10, 12-16, 23, and 26 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the [imitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Upon the amendment to claim 1, Applicants have discussed the allowability of claim 1 as 
above. As such, claims 8-10, 12-16, 23, and 26 now depend on allowable independent claims are 
now in allowable forms. 
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CONCLUSION 

For at least the foregoing reasons, it is believed that all the pending claims 1-6, 8-10 and 
12-28 of the present application patently define over the prior art and are in proper condition for 
allowance. If the Examiner believes that a telephone conference would expedite the examination 
of the above-identified patent application, the Examiner is invited to call the undersigned. 



Respectfully submitted, 
J.C. PATENTS 

Date: £ - - 2-&*£ , i==^- 

Jiave^i Huang 

4 Venture, Suite 250 Registration No. 43,330 

Irvine, CA 92618 
Tel.: (949) 660-0761 
Fax: (949)-660-0809 
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